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Detailed Action 



1. 



112 Second Para. Rej. 



Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject ma tter^v^dlich applicant 



regards as the invention. 

In claim 2, line 2 it is not clear what a unit of band is. There is no antecedent basis for 
this term. 

In claim 2, line 4, there is no antecedent basis for each band when it is implied that 
there is only one band. 
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2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AlPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1, 5-8, 10, 12, 13, 15, 16 and 18-25 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Sherma. 

With respect to claim 1, Sherma teaches an image processing method 
comprising: an input step (step 21 of figure 4, see scanner 62) of sequentially inputting 
image data corresponding to plural partial areas obtained by dividing one page 
image(into plural blocks for calculations of variance of each clock, see figures 7 and 8, 
see also para. 29); a judgment step (by watermark software at para. 26) forjudging 
whether the input image data corresponds to a margin area or a non-margin area; a 
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detection step (watermark software) for detecting whether or not the image 
corresponding to the non-margin area represents at least a part of the specific image 
(actual watermark), see para. 30, last 4 lines and the entire para. 31 ; and a control step 
(computer 60) for controlling printing out (to printer 63) of the image data corresponding 
to the non-margin area (place of the watermark), in accordance with the detected result 
in said detection step (watermark software). 

With respect to claim 5, Sherma teaches a storage medium RAM, ROM 
according to para. 101, for storing a program including: an input step (step 21 of figure 
4, see scanner 62) of sequentially inputting image data corresponding to plural partial 
areas obtained by dividing one page innage(into plural blocks for calculations of variance 
of each clock, see figures 7 and 8, see also para. 29); a judgment step (by watermark 
software at para. 26) forjudging whether the input image data corresponds to a margin 
area or a non-margin area; a detection step (watermark software) for detecting whether 
or not the image corresponding to the non-margin area represents at least a part of the 
specific image (actual watermark), see para. 30, last 4 lines and the entire para. 31 ; 
and a control step (computer 60) for controlling printing out (to printer 63) of the image 
data corresponding to the non-margin area (place of the watermark), in accordance 
with the detected result in said detection step (watermark software). 
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With respect to claim 6, Sherma teaches an image processing apparatus 
comprising: input means, (scanner 62) for sequentially Inputting image corresponding to 
plural partial areas obtained by dividing on-page Image; corresponding to plural partial 
areas obtained by dividing one page Image (into plural blocks for calculations of 
variance of each clock, see figures 7 and 8, see also para. 29); a judgment means (by 
watermark software at para. 26) for judging whether the Input image data corresponds 
to a margin area or a non-margin area; a detection means (watermark software) for 
detecting whether or not the image corresponding to the non-margin area represents at 
least a part of the specific image (actual watermark), see para. 30, last 4 lines and the 
entire para. 31 ; and a control means (computer 60) for controlling printing out (to printer 
63) of the Image data corresponding to the non-margin area (place of the watermark), 
in accordance with the detected result in said detection step (watermark software). 

With respect to claim 7, Sherma teaches an image processing method 
comprising: an input step (step 21) of figure 4 for inputting image information according 
to an image; 

A block selection step (22 and 23 of figure 4) for a block having a predetermined size; a 
specific Image judgment step (water mark software, see para. 26) forjudging whether 
or not the input image corresponds to a specific image having a predetermined feature 
(Invisible to the naked eye) In accordance with the Image information of the block; and 
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process step of processing the input image in accordance with the judge result in said 
specific image judgment outputting the result to a printer 63). 

With respect to claim 8, Sherma teaches high variance and low variance values 
dispersed at different positions on the processed image. The variance values are 
obtained between selected blocks. Note the low variance information is rejected. High 
variance data is selected as where the watermark should be placed. 

With respect to claim 10, Within the borders are where variance is low (white 
pixels present) 

With respect to claim 12, see paragraphs 30 and 31 for the electronic watermark 
as the specific image. 

With respect to claim 13, this limitation is at least suggested by scanner 62 of 
Sherma. 

With respect to claim 1 5, see the display means 61 . 



With respect to claim 16, see figure 8. 
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With respect to claim 18, Sherma teaches a RAM and ROM, according to para, 
101 for storing a computer readable program including the steps of: 
an input step (step 21) of figure 4 for inputting image information according to an image; 
A block selection step (22 and 23 of figure 4) for a block having a predetermined size; a 
specific image judgment step (water mark software, see para. 26) forjudging whether 
or not the input image corresponds to a specific image having a predetermined feature 
(invisible to the naked eye) in accordance with the iamge information of the block; and 
process step of processing the input image in accordance with the judge result in said 
specific image judgment outputting the result to a printer 63). 

With respect to claim 19, Sherma teaches an input means via processor 
implementing (step 21 ) of figure 4 for inputting image information according to an 
image; 

a block selection shown by means 22 and 23 of figure 4 for a block having a 
predetermined size; a specific image judgment means, via water mark software, see 
para. 26 for judging whether or not the input image corresponds to a specific image 
having a predetermined feature (invisible to the naked eye) in accordance with the 
image information of the block; and process means via a printer 63 for processing the 
input image in accordance with the judge result in said specific image judgment. 
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With respect to claims 20 and 25, Sherma teaches an image processing method 
comprising: an input step (scanner 62 as the apparatus for the step) for inputting image 
information according to an image; and a judgment step of judging (watermark software 
according to para. 26 as the means forjudging) for each image data corresponding to a 
block area of a predetermined size (see figures 8 and 10a) in the image information 
input in said input step, whether or not the image data is a part of a specific image (non- 
border) wherein said judgment step (software for watermark) performs the judgment not 
to the entire image information input in said input step but to a part of the image 
information (where the watermark is mostly to be, for example, in the non-border areas). 

With respect to claims 21 -24, Sherma teaches a RAM, ROM for storing a 
program including: Sherma teaches an image processing method comprising; an input 
step (scanner 62) for inputting image information according to an image; and a 
judgment step of juding (watermark software according to para. 26) for each image 
data corresponding to a block area of a predetermined size (see figures 8 and 10a) in 
the image information input in said input step, whether or not the image data is a part of 
a specific image (non-border) wherein said judgment step (software for watermark) 
perfoms the judgment not to the entire image information input in said input step but to a 
part of the image information (where the watermark is mostly to be, for example, in the 
non-border areas). 
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3. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the Invention was made. 

Claims 1 1 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sherma in view of Kubo. 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Sherma teaches all of the subject matter upon which 
this claim depends except for stopping the input function upon detection of the 
mark. 

Kubo clearly teaches a sensor 74 for reading image data. However, when sensor 
76 detects a watermark, the input sensor 74 is prevented from reading the image 
any further. 
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Since Sherma and Kubo are both directed to the art of image scanning and 
image processing of data that includes watermarks, the purpose of prevent the 
scanning of image data when a water mark is detected, would have been 
contemplated by Sherma as clearly set forth by Kubo. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to replace the 
scanner 62 of Sherma with the scanning arrangement 74 and 76 and auxiliary 
scanning apparatus of Kubo for the purpose of preventing scanning upon the 
detection of a watermark. 



With respect to claim 14, Sherma teaches all of the subject matter upon which 
this claim depends including the printer 63. What Sherma does not teach is that the 
printing operation is stopped upon the detection of a specific image (watermark). 

Kubo clearly teaches stopping the printing of an operation upon the detection of 
a watermark. See col. 11, lines 5-10, 

Since Kubo and Sherma are both directed to the art of image scanning and image 
processing of data that includes watermarks, the purpose of prevent the printing of 
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image data when a watermark is detected, would have been contemplated by 
Sherma as clearly set forth by Kubo, 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to replace the printer 
63 of Sherma with the printing arrangement shown in Kubo and taught at col. 1 1 , 
lines 5-10 for the purpose of preventing scanning upon the detection of a 
watermark. 



4. Claim 2 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



5. Claims 3, 4, 9 and 17 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening clainns. 
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6. Examiner's Remarks 

Applicant's remarks have been considered but are moot in view of the new grounds 
of rejection. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Jerome Grant II whose telephone number is 
571-272-7463. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thurs. from 9:00 to 
5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kimberly A. Williams, can be reached on 571-272-7471 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-91 97 (toll-free). 




